Procedures which are performed entirely under general anaesthesia from which the animal shall not recover consciousness shall be classified as 'non-recovery'.
Procedures on animals as a result of which the animals are likely to experience short-term mild pain, suffering or distress, as well as procedures with no significant impairment of the well-being or general condition of the animals shall be classified as 'mild'.  A3 Moderate*: Procedures on animals as a result of which the animals are likely to experience short-term moderate pain, suffering or distress, or long-lasting mild pain, suffering or distress as well as procedures that are likely to cause moderate impairment of the well-being or general condition of the animals shall be classified as 'moderate'. The severity level is The procedure falls into The applicability of Continue with G1  "non-recovery" or basic research, i.e. D4. the results is unclear "mild," i.e. A1 or A2.
(cannot be judged).
F2.2
The severity level is " The procedure falls into The applicability of Continue with G2  moderate" or "severe," i.e. basic research, i.e. D4. the results is unclear A3 or A4
F2.3
The severity level is The procedure falls into Both the exceptional Continue with G1  "moderate" or "severe," i. 
G
Decision based on the cost-benefit analysis 
G1
The application fulfills the regulatory requirements of the cost-benefit analysis.
It is probable that the aim of the procedure will be reached, the level of severity is balanced with the expected benefit for humans, animals, or the environment and can be approved (EU, 2010, Annex VIII; Germany, 2010, para 7,8; Lorz and Metzger, 2008 para 7 (54-59) and para 8 (19-23)). The application must pass further (formal and material) assessments (Germany, 2010, para 7,8) .
The application does not fulfill the regulatory requirements of the cost-benefit analysis in its current form. It does not fulfill the requirements for the ethical defensibility of the use of vertebrates for scientific purposes (EU, 2010, Annex VIII; Germany, 2010, para 7,8; Lorz and Metzger, 2008, para 7 (54-59) and para 8 (19-23)) and therefore is denied for the reasons given or in the case of open questions, incomplete or inconsistent data is deferred with a request for response from the applicant because**  The upper threshold of severity is exceeded.  The animal experiments for the purpose of education can be replaced by alternative methods.  The monitoring intervals are too long in relation to the severity of the experiment or cannot be established.  Humane endpoints are lacking or are insufficient to prevent severe suffering.  The scientific argument that a higher animal number reduces the suffering to the individual animal is insufficiently justified.  The ratio of animals that will die during the procedure is deemed too high.  The number of animals given in the application is deemed too high.  The high level of severity is not weighed up by an appropriate gain of transferable knowledge.  The hypotheses or research aims are not scientifically justified comprehensively.  The choice of species is not scientifically justified.  The indispensability of the approach is not demonstrated/justified.  The clinical relevance of the animal model is not scientifically justified based on clinical literature.  The expected results do not appear to be of exceptional importance for elementary needs of humans, animals or the environment.  The appraisal of the ethical defensibility is not sufficiently explained/is lacking.
 mark as appropriate; ** not an exhaustive list Comments:
